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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 3-5, 9-12, 14-18, 20, and 22-25 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 22 March 2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Claims 1, 3-5, 9-12, 14-18, 20, and 22-25 have been amended adding limitation. 
Claims 6, 7, and 19 are not amended and have been argued by the applicant. 

The applicant argues that there is no motivation to combine the teachings of 
Hidary with Reynolds as submitted by the examiner. Specifically, the examiner has 
relied upon the benefit of providing content that best matches the capabilities of the 
viewer's receiver. The applicant notes that Hidary does not teach any variety of URLs 
(which may be better or worse) matched to the capabilities of the viewer's receiver, and 
Reynolds makes no mention of URLs, converting URLs, or otherwise. The examiner 
disagrees; Hidary teaches providing URLs to be synchronized with the video using 
Java. Reynolds teaches a system that analyzes the capabilities of the receiver device 
and determines its capabilities in order to provide the appropriate stream (pg. 6, para. 
0055, 0058). Further, Reynolds recognizes different program synchronous schemes 
(see Table 1 - especially ATVEF and Java). As such, Reynolds teaches converting the 
URLs of Java to the format of ATVEF in order to best match the capabilities of the 



Application/Control Number: 09/820,062 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2623 

viewer's receiver. It is clear that Reynolds provides a scheme for enabling different 
media types to be viewed on different sources. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 4, 6, 7, 9-11, 14, 15, 17, 19, 20, and 22-24 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 5,778,181 to Hidary et al. 
(Hidary) in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication 2002/0138852 to Reynolds et al. 
(Reynolds) 

Regarding claim 1 , Hidary teaches a method for distributing enhancement data 
for a television broadcast over a data network (fig. 2, col. 4, II. 46-58). Hidary teaches 
receiving enhancement data corresponding to the television broadcast in a first format 
compatible with a first transport for a broadcast receiver not configured to decode 
enhancement data (col. 4, II. 21-32, col. 4, II. 40-54), converting the enhancement data 
into a second format compatible with a second transport different from a first delivery 
mechanism, wherein the second transport is the data network (col. 4, II. 50-58), and 
providing said converted enhancement data to a client in accordance with the second 
transport (col. 4, II. 54-58). 
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Hidary is silent on selecting a second format compatible with a second network. 
In analogous art, Reynolds teaches selecting a second format compatible with a second 
network (pg. 6, para. 0055, 0058 - table 1 ). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Hidary by 
selecting a second format compatible with a second network as taught by Reynolds in 
order to provide different transport configurations for sending synchronous data (e.g. 
ATVEF instead of Java), thereby supporting diverse system and adding functionality to 
systems without certain capabilities. 

Regarding claim 4, Hidary teaches delivering codes (col. 4, II. 54-58), which 
reads on pushing said converted enhancement data to the client. 

Regarding claim 6, Hidary teaches a method for distributing enhancement data 
for a television broadcast over a data network (fig. 2, col. 4, II. 46-58). Hidary teaches 
receiving enhancement data corresponding to the television broadcast in a first format 
compatible with a first transport (col. 4, II. 40-54), converting the enhancement data into 
a second format compatible with a second transport different from a first delivery 
mechanism, wherein the second transport is the data network (col. 4, II. 51-54), 
providing said converted enhancement data to a client in accordance with the second 
transport (col. 4, II. 54-56). 

Hidary is silent on inspecting a client profile associated with the client, and 
determining the second format based at least in part on said inspecting. In analogous 
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art, Reynolds teaches a media controller (308) selecting the appropriate streams (pg. 6, 
para. 0058), which reads on inspecting a client profile associated with the client, and 
determining the second format based at least in part on said inspecting. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Hidary by inspecting a client profile associated with the client, and 
determining the second format based at least in part on said inspecting as taught by 
Reynolds in order to provide the content that best matches the capabilities of the 
viewer's receiver. 

Regarding claim 7, Hidary is silent on providing plural conversion formats 
including the second format, associating delivery prices with each of said plural formats; 
and selecting the second format of said plural formats based at least in part on said 
associated delivery prices and said inspecting the client profile. Reynolds teaches 
providing plural conversion formats and associating delivery prices with each of the 
plural formats, such as different audio and video formats, and selecting the second 
format based on least price and the client profile (pg. 4, para. 0030, 0041, pg. 6, para. 
0055, 0058). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Hidary by providing plural conversion formats 
including the second format, associating delivery prices with each of said plural formats; 
and selecting the second format of said plural formats based at least in part on said 
associated delivery prices and said inspecting the client profile as taught by Reynolds in 
order to provide the content that best matches the capabilities of the viewer's receiver. 
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Regarding claim 9, Hidary teaches a method for distributing enhancement data 
for a television broadcast to a viewer of the television broadcast (fig. 2, col. 4, II. 46-58). 
Hidary teaches receiving enhancement data for the television broadcast over a first 
transport for a receiver not configured to decode enhancement data for presentation, 
said enhancement data received in a first format in accordance with the first transport 
(col. 4, II. 40-54), converting said enhancement data into a second format, different from 
the first format, for delivery of said converted enhancement data over a second 
transport different from the first transport, said second transport being a data network 
(col. 4, II. 51-54), and providing said converted enhancement data to the viewer over the 
data network (col. 4, II. 54-58). 

Hidary is silent on selecting a second format compatible with a second network. 
In analogous art, Reynolds teaches selecting a second format compatible with a second 
network (pg. 6, para. 0055, 0058 - table 1 ). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Hidary by 
selecting a second format compatible with a second network as taught by Reynolds in 
order to provide different transport configurations for sending synchronous data (e.g, 
ATVEF instead of Java), thereby supporting diverse system and adding functionality to 
systems without certain capabilities. 

Regarding claim 10, Hidary teaches the data network is the Internet col. 4, II. 54- 

56). 
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Regarding claim 1 1 , Hidary teaches delivering codes (col. 4, II. 54-58), which 
reads on pushing said converted enhancement data to the client. 

Regarding claim 14, Hidary teaches a method for distributing enhancement data 
for a television broadcast to a viewer of the television broadcast (fig. 2, col. 4, II. 46-58). 
Hidary teaches a television broadcaster for broadcasting the television broadcast for a 
receiver not configured to decode enhancement data for presentation (col. 4, II. 56-58), 
an enhancement data broadcaster for broadcasting said enhancement data over a first 
transport in a first format in accordance with the first transport (col. 3, II. 55-58), a 
central site for providing converted enhancement data to the viewer over a data network 
(fig. 2, server), wherein the central site comprises a receiver for receiver said 
broadcasted enhancement data over the first transport (col. 4, II. 50-55), and a 
converter for converting said enhancement data into a second format different from the 
first format for delivery over the data network (col. 4, II. 50-55). 

Hidary is silent on a receiver to select the second format. In analogous art, 
Reynolds teaches selecting a second format compatible with a second network (pg. 6, 
para. 0055, 0058 - table 1). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Hidary by selecting a second 
format compatible with a second network as taught by Reynolds in order to provide 
different transport configurations for sending synchronous data (e.g. ATVEF instead of 
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Java), thereby supporting diverse system and adding functionality to systems without 
certain capabilities. 

Regarding claim 15, Hidary teaches the television broadcast also broadcasts 
said enhancement data (col. 3, II. 45-60, col. 4, II. 56-58). 

Regarding claim 17, Hidary teaches an apparatus for distributing enhancement 
data for a television broadcast to a viewer of the television broadcast (fig. 2, col. 4, II. 
46-58). Hidary teaches a server (fig. 2), which inherently has a readable medium 
having instructions encoded thereon for execution by a processor capable of directing 
the processor to perform: receiving enhancement data corresponding to the television 
broadcast in a first format compatible with a first transport for a receiver not configured 
to decode enhancement data for presentation (col. 4, II. 21-32, col. 4, II. 40-54), 
converting the enhancement data into a second format compatible with a second 
transport different from a first delivery mechanism, wherein the second transport is the 
data network (col. 4, II. 51-54), and providing said converted enhancement data to a 
client in accordance with the second transport (col. 4, II. 54-58). 

Hidary is silent on selecting a second format compatible with a second network. 
In analogous art, Reynolds teaches selecting a second format compatible with a second 
network (pg. 6, para. 0055, 0058 - table 1 ). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Hidary by 
selecting a second format compatible with a second network as taught by Reynolds in 
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order to provide different transport configurations for sending synchronous data (e.g. 
ATVEF instead of Java), thereby supporting diverse system and adding functionality to 
systems without certain capabilities. 

Regarding claim 19, Hidary teaches an apparatus for distributing enhancement 
data for a television broadcast to a viewer of the television broadcast (fig. 2, col. 4, II. 
46-58). Hidary teaches a server (fig. 2), which inherently has a readable medium 
having instructions encoded thereon for execution by a processor capable of directing 
the processor to perform: receiving enhancement data corresponding to the television 
broadcast in a first format compatible with a first transport (col. 4, II. 40-54), converting 
the enhancement data into a second format compatible with a second transport different 
from a first delivery mechanism, wherein the second transport is the data network (col. 
4, II. 51-54), providing said converted enhancement data to a client in accordance with 
the second transport (col. 4, II. 54-56). 

Hidary is silent on inspecting a client profile associated with the client, and 
determining the second format based at least in part on said inspecting. In analogous 
art, Reynolds teaches a media controller (308) selecting the appropriate streams (pg. 6, 
para. 0058), which reads on inspecting a client profile associated with the client, and 
determining the second format based at least in part on said inspecting. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Hidary by inspecting a client profile associated with the client, and 
determining the second format based at least in part on said inspecting as taught by 
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Reynolds in order to provide the content that best matches the capabilities of the 
viewer's receiver. 

Regarding claim 20, Hidary teaches an apparatus for distributing enhancement 
data for a television broadcast to a viewer of the television broadcast (fig. 2, col. 4, II. 
46-58). Hidary teaches a server (fig. 2), which inherently has a readable medium 
having instructions encoded thereon for execution by a processor capable of directing 
the processor to perform: receiving enhancement data corresponding to the television 
broadcast in a first format compatible with a first transport for a broadcast receiver not 
configured to decode enhancement data (col. 4, II. 21-32, col. 4, II. 40-54), converting 
the enhancement data into a second format compatible with a second transport different 
from a first delivery mechanism, wherein the second transport is the data network (col. 
4, II. 50-58), and providing said converted enhancement data to a client in accordance 
with the second transport (col. 4, II. 54-58). 

Hidary is silent on selecting a second format compatible with a second network. 
In analogous art, Reynolds teaches selecting a second format compatible with a second 
network (pg. 6, para. 0055, 0058 - table 1 ). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Hidary by 
selecting a second format compatible with a second network as taught by Reynolds in 
order to provide different transport configurations for sending synchronous data (e.g. 
ATVEF instead of Java), thereby supporting diverse system and adding functionality to 
systems without certain capabilities. 
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Regarding claim 22, Hidary teaches an apparatus for distributing enhancement 
data for a television broadcast to a viewer of the television broadcast (fig. 2, col. 4, II. 
46-58). Hidary teaches a receiving means for receiving enhancement data 
corresponding to the television broadcast in a first format compatible with a first 
transport for a broadcast receiver not configured to decode enhancement data (col. 4, II. 
21-32, col. 4, II. 40-54), converting means for converting the enhancement data into a 
second format compatible with a second transport different from a first delivery 
mechanism, wherein the second transport is the data network (col. 4, II. 50-58), and 
providing means for providing said converted enhancement data to a client in 
accordance with the second transport (col. 4, II. 54-58). 

Hidary is silent on said receiving means further to select a second format 
compatible with a second network. In analogous art, Reynolds teaches selecting a 
second format compatible with a second network (pg. 6, para. 0055, 0058 - table 1). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Hidary by selecting a second format compatible with a 
second network as taught by Reynolds in order to provide different transport 
configurations for sending synchronous data (e.g. ATVEF instead of Java), thereby 
supporting diverse system and adding functionality to systems without certain 
capabilities. 
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Regarding claim 23, Hidary teaches receiver means for receiver said 
broadcasted enhancement data over the first transport (col. 4, II. 50-55), and converter 
means for converting said enhancement data into a second format different from the 
first format for delivery over the data network (col. 4, II. 50-55). 

Regarding claim 24, Hidary teaches delivering codes (col. 4, II. 54-58), which 
reads on pushing said converted enhancement data to the client. 

5. Claims 3, 5, 12, 16, 18, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent 5,778,181 to Hidary et al. (Hidary) and U.S. Patent 
Application Publication 2002/0138852 to Reynolds et al. (Reynolds) in view of 
Advanced Television Enhancement Forum Specification, draft, version 1.1 r26 updated 
2/2/99 (ATVEF). 

Regarding claims 3 and 18, Hidary teaches converted enhancement data 
comprising web page content (col. 2-3, II. 65-12), but is silent on using ATVEF. In 
analogous art, ATVEF teaches using triggers to enable creation of HTML-enhanced 
television content that can be reliably broadcast across any network (see pg. 1 , section: 
Status of This Document: paragraph 2), and further teaches different transport types 
(see pg. 10, section Transport Specifications, paragraph 2). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
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modify Hidary by using ATVEF type codes as taught by ATVEF in order to use the 
existing standards and maintaining compatibility with existing standards. 

Regarding claims 5 and 25, Hidary teaches delivering codes (col. 4, II. 54-58), 
but is silent on providing the enhancements according to the second format for pulling 
thereof by the client to the client. In analogous art, ATVEF teaches a Transport Type A, 
which provides the enhancements and pulling the data by a required return path (see 
pg. 10, section 2: Transport Specifications, paragraph 2, see also section 2.1), which 
reads on providing the enhancements according to the second format for pulling thereof 
by the client to the client. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Hidary by providing the 
enhancements according to the second format for pulling thereof by the client to the 
client as taught by ATVEF in order to provide for a robust system that permits various 
transfer methods, thereby enabling the system to adapt to different types of data. 

Regarding claim 12, Hidary teaches delivering codes (col. 4, II. 54-58), but is 
silent on providing a configured for the viewer to pull said converted enhancement data 
from the server over the data network according to the second format. In analogous art, 
ATVEF teaches a Transport Type A, which provides the enhancements and pulling the 
data by a required return path (see pg. 10, section 2: Transport Specifications, 
paragraph 2, see also section 2.1), which reads on providing a configured for the viewer 
to pull said converted enhancement data from the server over the data network 
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according to the second format. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Hidary by providing 
a configured for the viewer to pull said converted enhancement data from the server 
over the data network according to the second format as taught by ATVEF in order to 
provide for a robust system that permits various transfer methods, thereby enabling the 
system to adapt to different types of data. 

Regarding claim 16, Hidary teaches the television broadcast comprising an 
audiovisual component comprising enhancement data (col. 4, II. 40-50), wherein the 
receiver receives the television broadcast and extracts said enhancement data 
therefrom for conversion by the converter (col. 4, II. 40-50). However, Hidary is silent on 
using ATVEF. In analogous art, ATVEF teaches using triggers to enable creation of 
HTML-enhanced television content that can be reliably broadcast across any network 
(see pg. 1 , section: Status of This Document: paragraph 2), and further teaches 
different transport types (see pg. 10, section Transport Specifications, paragraph 2). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Hidary by using ATVEF type codes as taught by ATVEF 
in order to use the existing standards and maintaining compatibility with existing 
standards. 



Conclusion 
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6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrew Y. Koenig whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7296. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Fr (8:30 - 5:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller can be reached on (571 )272-7353. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Andrew Y Koenig 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2623 
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